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Summary of L egislation: Thisbill changestheresidency requirementsfor obtaining Department of Natural
Resources (DNR) fish and wildlife licenses or permits. The bill providesthat it is a Class C infraction to
violatethe current statute prohibiting the operation of an off-road vehicle on public property without consent.
It changes the fee for Ohio River commercial fishing licenses and gear tags. It also changes the law
concerning property damage by wild animals by expanding applicability of the law to (1) the property of
other legal entities and public bodies; (2) persons not owning but having an interest in the property; and (3)
threatened damage. The DNR director must prescribe the disposition of wild animals taken, killed, or
captured under thislaw. The reporting date for a soil conservation district to certify certain information to
the Division of Soil Conservation is changed. (The introduced version of this bill was approved by the
Natural Resources Study Committee.)

Effective Date: July 1, 2002.

Explanation of State Expenditures:

Explanation of State Revenues: (Revised) Changing the residency requirementsfor obtainingaDNR fish
and wildlife license or permit could increase revenues collected because nonresident fees are higher. The
specificimpact, however, isindeterminableand will depend on the number of buyerswho currently purchase
alicense or permit as aresident but would have to purchase the license or permit as anonresident under the
proposal.

The bill aso changes the fee for Ohio River commercia fishing licenses and gear tags. The fee for a
commercial fishing license isincreased from $72 to $125. The fee for fishing gear tags is decreased from
$21.50 to $10. If the same number of licenses and tags were sold after the enactment of the proposal, the
impact would be as listed below.
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Estimated Impact of Changing Commercial Fishing License and Tag Fees

3-year Average # Sold/
Current Fee Revenue Collected Revenue Change
License and Gear Tags/$72 38 permits/ $2,736 38 permits * additional $53 fee = $2,014
Gear Tags/ $21.50 23 permits/ $495 23 permits* -$11.50 = -$265
Net Revenue $1,749

Revenues collected for licenses, permits, and tags are generally deposited in the Fish and Wildlife Fund
which is used to finance the operations of the DNR Division of Fish and Wildlife and Division of Law
Enforcement. A portion of fees collected for some nonresident licenses are deposited in the Game Bird
Habitat Fund and the Deer Research Fund.

Thehill also providesthat it isa Class C infraction to violate the current statute prohibiting the operation of
an off-road vehicle on public property without consent. If additional court cases occur, revenue to the State
Genera Fund may increaseif infraction judgmentsand court fees are coll ected. The maximum judgment for
aClass C infraction is $500 which is deposited in the State General Fund. If court actions are filed and a
judgment is entered, a court fee of $70 would be assessed. Seventy percent of the court fee would be
deposited in the State General Fund if the caseisfiled in acourt of record or 55% if the caseisfiled in acity
or town court.

Explanation of L ocal Expenditures: This bill also allows municipalities to obtain a free nuisance wild
animal control permit. Currently only individualsare allowed to obtain afree permit. Thisprovision should
have no impact on local expenditures.

Explanation of Local Revenues: The bill provides that it is a Class C infraction to violate the current
statute prohibiting the operation of an off-road vehicle on public property without consent. If additional court
actions are filed and ajudgment is entered, local governments would receive revenue from the following
sources (1) The county general fund would receive 27% of the $70 court fee that is assessed in a court of
record. Citiesand towns maintaining alaw enforcement agency that prosecutes at |east 50% of itsordinance
violationsin acourt of record may receive 3% of court fees. If the caseisfiled in acity or town court, 20%
of the court fee would be deposited in the county general fund and 25% would be deposited in the city or
town general fund. (2) A $3 feewould be assessed and, if collected, would be deposited into the county law
enforcement continuing education fund. (3) A $2 jury feeisassessed and, if collected, would be deposited
into the county user fee fund to supplement the compensation of jury members.

State Agencies Affected: Department of Natural Resources.

L ocal Agencies Affected: Soil Conservation Districts, trial courts, and local law enforcement agencies.

Information Sour ces: Dan Mathis, Legidative Liaison, DNR, (317) 233-6904.
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